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General methods (Field studies 1 and 2). The field work was carried out at a 
commercial cranberry farm with established beds of Howes and Stevens (41°56'59.31" N 
70°47'15.98" W), planted in 1985 and 1995, respectively. For each cultivar, two 0.2 ha 
plots were established and four 10 m equidistant transects were marked (in each plot). 
The transects were laid down perpendicular to the direction in which the majority of 
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